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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 2 1 -40 are pending in this application. Further the examiner withdraws the finality 
of the previous office action in view of applicant's arguments and issues this new rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 21-24, 26-31, 33-38 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaRue et al. (Patent No US 6,810,405), hereinafter LaRue, in view of 
Fresko (Patent No US 7,124,291 Bl). 

4. With respect to claim 21, LaRue discloses a computer-implemented method for 
shadowing between a first computing device and a second computing device (Column 1 , lines 
56-60), the method comprising: associating shadow settings with an application of the first 
computing device (Column 14, lines 22-27); registering the application of the first computing 
device with a shadow manager, wherein the shadow manager is on the first computing device, 
wherein registering the application includes communicating the settings to the shadow manager 
(Column 3, lines 28-34); receiving a system event on the computing device, wherein the system 
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event indicates a coupling of the second computing device to the first computing device (Column 
14, lines 3-9); upon receiving the system event, determining whether shadowing is supported 
according to the settings communicated to the shadow manager (Column 32, lines 66-67; 
Column 33 lines 1-16); when shadowing is supported, shadowing, by the shadow manager, the 
application, and sending, from the shadow manager of the first computing device, data, wherein 
the data of the current application is configured to cause the second computing device to execute 
an application on the second computing device (Column 24, lines 57 67; Column 25 lines 1-10). 

LaRue does not disclose shadowing the current runtime execution; executing an application on 
the second computing device with the same current runtime as the current runtime execution of 
the application on the first computing device. 

However, Fresko discloses shadowing the current runtime execution (Column 5, lines 29-39); 
executing an application on the second computing device with the same current runtime as the 
current runtime execution of the application on the first computing device (Column 5, lines 29- 
39). 



It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the teachings of LaRue with the teachings of Fresko in order to synchronize data quickly 
between devices. 



Application/Control Number: 10/809,876 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2457 

5. With respect to claims 22, 29 and 36, LaRue discloses wherein the shadow settings 
include at least one member of a group comprising: supported file identifiers of the application 
(Column 9, lines 60-64; Column 10, lines 1-8), computing device identifiers for identifying 
computing devices having authority to couple to the first computing device (Column 34, lines 
32-39), a manual shadowing setting (Column 26, lines 61-63), and an automatic shadowing 
setting (Column 15, lines 45.47). 

6. With respect to claims 23, 30 and 37, LaRue discloses wherein determining whether 
shadowing is supported includes determining whether the shadow settings include at least one 
member of a group comprising: manual shadowing and automatic shadowing (Column 26, lines 
41-44). 

7. With respect to claims 24, 3 1 and 38, LaRue discloses wherein determining whether 
shadowing is supported includes confirming a digital certificate associated with the first 
computing device and the second computing device (Column 3, lines 29-34). 

8. With respect to claims 26, 33 and 40, LaRue discloses further comprising ignoring the 
second computing device when shadowing is not supported (Column 15, lines 48-53; i.e. 
discloses trying to synchronize with a second device but aborting the synchronization process if 
the synchronization process fails i.e. is not supported). 
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9. With respect to claims 27 and 34, LaRue discloses wherein the current runtime execution 
of the application is associated with at least one member of a group comprising: the current 
runtime execution of a music application, the current runtime execution of a video application, 
the current runtime execution of a voice-over-Internet-Protocol application, the current runtime 
execution of a web browsing application, and the current runtime execution of a word processing 
application (Column 31, lines 46-50) (Note: the examiner interprets "a current runtime 
execution" to mean a program running/operating). 

10. With respect to claim 28, LaRue discloses associating shadow settings with an 
application of the first computing device (Column 14, lines 22-27); registering the application of 
the first computing device with a shadow manager, wherein the shadow manager is on the first 
computing device, wherein registering the application includes communicating the settings to the 
shadow manager (Column 3, lines 28-34); receiving a system event on the computing device, 
wherein the system event indicates a coupling of the second computing device to the first 
computing device (Column 14, lines 3-9); upon receiving the system event, determining whether 
shadowing is supported according to the settings communicated to the shadow manager (Column 
32, lines 66-67; Column 33 lines 1-16); when shadowing is supported, shadowing, by the 
shadow manager, the application, and sending, from the shadow manager of the first computing 
device, data, wherein the data of the current application is configured to cause the second 
computing device to execute an application on the second computing device (Column 24, lines 
57 67; Column 25 lines 1-10). 
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LaRue does not disclose shadowing the current runtime execution; executing an application on 
the second computing device with the same current runtime as the current runtime execution of 
the application on the first computing device; a computer-readable storage medium having 
computer executable instructions for shadowing a current runtime execution between a first 
computing device and a second computing device. 

However, Fresko discloses shadowing the current runtime execution (Column 5, lines 29-39); 
executing an application on the second computing device with the same current runtime as the 
current runtime execution of the application on the first computing device (Column 5, lines 29- 
39); a computer- readable storage medium having computer executable instructions for 
shadowing a current runtime execution between a first computing device and a second 
computing device (Column 12, Claim 21). 

1 1 . With respect to claim 35, LaRue discloses a system for shadowing information between a 
first computing device and a second computing device, the system comprising: a processor 
(Column 5, lines 13-20); and a memory having computer executable instructions (Column 5, 
lines 13-20), wherein the computer executable instructions are configured for: associating 
shadow settings with an application of the first computing device (Column 14, lines 22-27); 
registering the application of the first computing device with a shadow manager, wherein the 
shadow manager is on the first computing device, wherein registering the application includes 
communicating the settings to the shadow manager (Column 3, lines 28-34); receiving a system 
event on the computing device, wherein the system event indicates a coupling of the second 



Application/Control Number: 10/809,876 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2457 

computing device to the first computing device (Column 14, lines 3-9); upon receiving the 
system event, determining whether shadowing is supported according to the settings 
communicated to the shadow manager (Column 32, lines 66-67; Column 33 lines 1-16); when 
shadowing is supported, shadowing, by the shadow manager, the application, and sending, from 
the shadow manager of the first computing device, data, wherein the data of the current 
application is configured to cause the second computing device to execute an application on the 
second computing device (Column 24, lines 57 67; Column 25 lines 1-10). 

LaRue does not disclose shadowing the current runtime execution; executing an application on 
the second computing device with the same current runtime as the current runtime execution of 
the application on the first computing device. 

However, Fresko discloses shadowing the current runtime execution (Column 5, lines 29-39); 
executing an application on the second computing device with the same current runtime as the 
current runtime execution of the application on the first computing device (Column 5, lines 29- 
39). 



12. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the teachings of LaRue with the teachings of Fresko in order to synchronize 
data quickly between devices. 
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13. Claims 25, 32 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
LaRue in view of Fresko and further in view of Un (Pub. No US 2003/0053631 Al). 

14. With respect of claims 25, 32 and 39, LaRue does not disclose wherein determining 
whether shadowing is supported includes accessing digital rights management information 
associated with the application of the first computing device to determine whether shadowing is 
supported. 

However, Un discloses wherein determining whether shadowing is supported includes accessing 
digital rights management information associated with the application of the first computing 
device to determine whether shadowing is supported (Page 3; [0031], lines 1-7). 
It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the teachings of LaRue with the teachings of Un in order to make synchronization of data 
a more secure process. 

Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments filed 28 July 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments with regards to prior art Pardikar is moot as the examiner no 
longer relies on Pardikar. 



16. With respect to applicant's arguments on pages 11, 12, 14, 17 and 18 of the instant 
arguments. Applicant contends that LaRue does not teach or otherwise suggest the shadowing of 
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the current runtime execution of the application. The examiner agrees with applicant. However, 
LaRue in combination with Fresko discloses shadowing of the current runtime execution of the 
application. Please see the newly constructed rejection above which addresses applicant's newly 
amended claim. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARSHALL MCLEOD whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3808. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:30 a.m-4:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Marshall McLeod 
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At Unit 2457 
4/2/2009 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



